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I.—THE LATEST PHASE OF THE REPARATION PROBLEM. 


ECEMBER 22nD, 1928, is an important date in the history of the 
attempts that have been made during the last eight years to 
settle the question of Germany’s reparations debt. On that 

day in Berlin, Mr. Parker Gilbert, the Agent-General for Reparation 
Payments, signed his Report on the working of the Dawes Plan for the 
fourth annuity year, the text of which was made public on January Ist, 
1929, and in Paris, the representatives of the French and German 
Governments concluded an agreement, to which the other Govern- 
ments were stated to have assented, with regard to the constitution 
of the Committee of Experts which it has been decided to set up to 
draw up proposals for the complete and final settlement of the repara- 
tions problem. This agreement was only arrived at after more than 
three months of discussion and interchange of notes between the 
Governments of the five creditor Powers and of Germany, aided by 
the tireless personal intervention of Mr. Parker Gilbert in support of 
the negotiations. In view of the fact that a definite step forward has 
now been taken towards the fixing of the total amount of Germany’s 
debt, it may be of interest to trace in outline the events that have led 
up to this. 

This latest phase of the question may be said to have been opened 
by Herr Stresemann, who, when in Paris for the signing of the Kellogg 
Peace Treaty on August 27th, 1928, officially raised the question of 
the evacuation of the Rhineland. The claim he made on legal grounds 
did not meet with a good reception either in Paris or London, but it 
led to the re-opening of the question of fixing the total of Germany’s 
debt, and to conversations between the representatives of the countries 
concerned in which the desirability of opening negotiations for the 
evacuation was admitted. These took place in Geneva during the 
week ending on September 15th, and on the following day an official 
statement was issued detailing the points on which agreement had been 
reached. The second of these concerned Germany’s debt, and was 
to the effect that the Governments were agreed as to “ the necessity 
for a complete and definite settlement of the reparations problem 
and on the constitution for this purpose of a committee of financial 
experts to be nominated by the six Governments ”’ (i.e.,Great Britain, 
France, Germany, Italy, Belgium, and Japan). 

Since then, however, differences of opinion as to the terms of 
reference of the proposed committee have made progress towards 
its establishment very slow, and in particular, difficulties were met 
with when it came to deciding whether its members should be appointed 
by their Governments or by the Reparations Commission. The 
Governments of all the countries concerned have, in turn, expressed 
their views as to what they intend to claim from Germany as the basis 
for whatever settlement is arrived at, the initiative in this respect 
having been taken by M. Poincaré. In a Sunday speech delivered at 
Chambéry on September 30th, the French Premier said that any 
settlement of the debt must provide for France an indemnity for the 
damages she has suffered over and above a sum sufficient to cover the 
amount she owes to Great Britain and the United States. Further 
than this, he declared that France would only be able to evacuate 
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the Rhineland if a general arrangement were made, in which the United 
States took part as well as Great Britain and the other creditor Powers, 
by which she received guarantees that she would be paid the sums 
necessary to cover her claim for damages as well as to make good her 
payments to Great Britain and America. As the French Government's 
estimate of the amount spent and still to be spent on the devastated 
regions amounts to 100 milliard franes (or say, £855 millions sterling), 
and the French debt to the United States is £805 millions and to Great 
Britain £653 millions, it will be seen that M. Poincaré evidently intends 
to do his utmost to prevent any settlement being accepted that will 
result in a reduction of the standard Dawes Annuity of £125 millions. 
Six per cent. on the total figure of France’s debts and expenses in the 
devastated area amounts to over £138 millions, and her present share 
of reparations payments—52 per cent. of the total—amounts to only 
£65 millions. 

The next move was made by Germany. Following on a conference 
on October 2nd of the Federal Premiers, called to consider the Geneva 
Agreement, the Foreign Affairs Committee of the Reichstag, on 
October 4th, passed a resolution asking the Government to continue 
its eiforts towards the evacuation of the Rhineland and towards 
disarmament. Meanwhile Mr. Parker Gilbert paid visits to Paris, 
Brussels and London, while Signor Mussolini sent Signor Pirelli 
to the English and French capitals at the same time. On October 19th 
Mr. Churchill was in Paris, and after a meeting with M. Poincaré, 
at which Mr. Parker Gilbert was present, an announcement was 
published there and in London that the constitution of the proposed 
Committee of Experts had been discussed, as the result of which 
‘“an interchange of views will take place in the near future.” It 

yas understood that Mr. Churchill had made clear the standpoint of 

the British Government, that is to say, that the principles of the 
Balfour Note (a) still held good, and that Great Britain was not 
prepared to make any further financial sacrifice, whether directly 
or indirectly. It was also understood that the French Government 
took its stand on the declarations of M. Poincaré in his Chambéry 
speech. 

There followed several weeks of exchanges of views and of 
memoranda issued by the various Governments. On October 21st a 
semi-official statement was issued in Paris which deprecated undue 
haste in the negotiations for the setting up of the Committee. “* Only 
when the Allied Powers have been definitely acquainted with the 
German offer,”’ it was explained, ‘‘ will they be able to give an opinion. 
Only the position of the British and French Governments is as yet 
known, as it has been definitely laid down by the Balfour Note, 
on the one hand, and on the other by M. Poincaré’s speech at Chambéry. 
The German Government has not yet given expression to its views.” 
It was also pointed out that nothing warranted the opinion that the 
United States would agree to any large reduction of the sums due to it 
by France and Great Britain. 

Incidentally it may be mentioned that at this point rumours 
were current in Paris that an Anglo-French scheme was being prepared 
under which the total German debt should be fixed at from 40 to 45 

(a) For an account of the main points of this note, see the Bulletin of September 29th, 
1928, Vol. V, No. 6, page 8. 
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milliard gold marks (£2,000 to £2,250 millions) of which the French 
share would be £1,500 millions, and it may be added that the capital 
value, at 5 per cent., of an annuity of £125 millions, extending over: 
60 years, would be £2,350 millions. On the same basis the debts of. 
the four countries (England, France, Italy and Belgium) to the 
United States capitalise at £1,120 millions. 

On October 22nd the Italian Government was informed of the 
results of the Paris conversation, and on the same day Mr. Churchill, 
in a speech at Chingford, gave some particulars of the objects of the 
conference which was to be held. He said they were ‘to restore 
to Germany power to manage her own financial affairs without foreign 
control, and to let her know for certain what is the total of her repara- 
tions debt.”’ He claimed that by accepting the principle of the Balfour 
Note Great Britain was making a very large contribution, unequalled 
by any other Power, towards the reduction of both reparations and 
war debts. 

Mr. Parker Gilbert’s visit to Brussels on October 23rd was made 
the occasion of a ventilation of the Belgian Government’s views. 
These included a claim for reimbursement for the German marks 
which the Belgian Government had been compelled to take over at 
par after the Armistice. The amount of these was stated to be 
6 milliards, or say £300 millions. 

On October 26th the Berlin Cabinet issued a communiqué in 
which it stated it had considered the situation and had decided, 
along with the other Governments, to take the necessary steps towards 
realising the plan to set up an independent Committee of Experts for 
the final and complete settlement of the reparations question. 
Following on this, two days later the Government instructed its 
representatives in London, Paris, Brussels, Rome and Tokyo to 
suggest the establishment of a ‘‘ Committee of independent experts,” 
and this was done in London on October 30th by a personal visit of 
the German Chargé d’Affaires to the acting Foreign Secretary. The 
substance of his communication was as follows :— 

‘The German Government, as one of the six Powers which, on 
September 16, in Geneva, unanimously decided to constitute a 
Committee of Experts to prepare the final settlement of the 
problem of reparations, desires, in accord with the other Govern- 
ments, to see the Committee set up as quickly as possible. Its 
members, it is suggested, should be financiers of international 
standing, well able to represent the interests of their respective 
countries, but, untrammelled by official instructions. Their 
terms of reference should authorise them to investigate the situa- 
tion in its entirety, always having in view the object decided at 
Geneva; a final settlement. The interested Governments will 
have to consider the question of extending an invitation to partici- 
pate to other countries (by which, it is presumed, the United 
States was intended) with as little delay as possible, and each 
country should be represented by not more than three experts. 
The Reparation Commission should be invited to place its 
experience at the disposal of the members of the Committee and 
to co-operate with it. The German Government has no objection 
to the Committee’s meeting in Berlin or in any other place most 
suitable from the point of view of the task it is asked to perform.” 
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Meanwhile M. Poincaré, in a speech at Caen on October 28th, had 
taken the opportunity to repeat the claim made at Chambéry. He 
pointed out that the German railway and industrial bonds which 
were earmarked for the annuities under the Dawes Plan would 
disappear in 37 years—(1965)—thanks to the sinking fund, and that 
Germany could then draw the whole of the annuity from the Budget.(b) 
He also said that Article 233 of the Treaty of Versailles (providing for 
the discharge of Germany’s whole obligations in 30 years from May 1, 
1921), should be read in conjunction with Article 234. (¢-) The Dawes 
Plan was only a kind of moratorium, and the Dawes payments were 
not legal annuities under the Treaty. 

The next move was an official announcement in Paris that agree- 
ment had been reached that the Experts would be eminent financial 
authorities, but it was obvious that the main difficulty as to their 
powers and terms of reference was still being shirked. For example, 
there was no indication as to how it was proposed to get over the 
difference as to whether the experts should be empowered to enquire 
into Germany’s capacity to pay—their very raison detre in the 
German view—or whether, that point being regarded as having been 
decided once for all by the Dawes Committee, they had only to 
determine the methods and schedules of the payments, as was 
maintained by the French Government. 

Two days later the German Government took the precaution of 
making a reservation to the British Foreign Office to the effect that 
it could not accept the principle of the Balfour Note, and on 
November 8th Mr. Churchill replied by repeating, in the House of 
Commons, the Government’s determination to adhere to it. He also 
said that the conversations in Paris had not revealed any disagreement 
in principle between the Governments concerned, but that the 
‘** Germans do not accept the whole implications of the view we take.”’ 

The next day the Belgian Government communicated its views 
to the Governments of all the other creditor Powers, and made 
reservations regarding any measures which might involve a reduction 
of the reparations due to it. It pointed out that the Belgian share 
of the Dawes annuities covered only one-third of the direct charges 
of the war; it did, however, more than pay for the interest on the 
country’s debt to the United States. 

The Italian Government followed suit on November 15th, by 
handing a statement to the Foreign Offices of London and Paris, in 
which the standpoint was taken that Italy did not desire to profit 
by the reparations payments she was to receive, but, like Great 
Britain, claimed the right to receive enough to pay the debts she 
owed abroad. On the same day the preliminary negotiations in Paris 
were considered to have been concluded with the communication to 
Berlin of Notes from the French and Belgian Governments. It was 








(6) Under the Dawes Scheme, the Budget provides 1,250 million marks out of the 
2,500 million of the standard annuity, the balance being obtained from interest on railway 
bonds, etc. : 

(c) This reads: ‘* The Reparation Commission shall, after May Ist, 1921, from time 
to time, consider the resources and capacity of Germany, and, after giving her repre- 
sentatives a just opportunity to be heard, shall have discretion to extend the date, and 
to modify the form of payments, such as are to be provided for in accordance with 
Article 233 ; but not to cancel any part, except with the specific authority of the several 

yovernments represented upon the Commission.” 
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explained that the communication of these was quite independent 
of the replies, which would be made in due course, to the German 
Note of October 30th, and had been undertaken simply to meet the 
declarations of Germany to Great Britain and France that the German 
Government would object to any suggestion that it should be bound 
by, or be considered to have accepted, the principles of the Balfour 
Note or of M. Poincaré’s statement made in his Chambéry speech. 

In these Notes the formula of the terms of reference of the 
Committee of Experts was described in the following terms : 

the fixation of the number and amounts of the annuities hereafter 
to be paid by Germany in complete and final liquidation of the 
debt to the Allied Powers for the costs arising out of the war ; 
the form and terms in which the indebtedness shall be expressed 
and the arrangement by means of which it may be capitalised and 
commercialised, and the adaptation of the Dawes Plan to the 
condition of a final settlement which may be recommended, 
including all such changes in the existing arrangements and 
organisations as may be found desirable for that purpose.” 

The delivery of the corresponding British Note was delayed until 
November 19th, on which day Herr Stresemann made a speech in 
the Reichstag in which he made a reference to the proposed repara- 
tions settlement in the words, ‘it will be possible to talk of a real 
solution only if it does not exceed the economic capacity of Germany, 
and enables her to fulfil her obligations steadily by her own economic 
efforts and without endangering the nation’s standard of living.” 

Only two days later the French Minister of Public Works, in 
a statement in the Chamber, reiterated the Government’s view as to 
the cost of the restoration of the devastated regions, which he put 
at an even higher figure than M. Poincaré. In sterling at the present 
rate of exchange his estimate amounted to £800 millions, to which, 
he said, would have to be added £160 millions for interest and the 
different value of money to-day. 

The German Memorandum corresponding to the Notes com- 
municated to it on November 15th was handed to the Allied 
Governments on November 23rd. It was not a reply to the French 
and Belgian Notes, but was sent merely to complete the series of 
informal statements by the Governments concerned of the principles 
they held to be essential to a final settlement of the reparations problem, 
and its object was to assist in making the general situation clear, 
without prejudicing the official negotiations. It pointed out that the 
task of the Committee of Experts must be to examine impartially 
Germany's capacity to pay—which, incidentally, had no connection 
with Allied debts—and maintained that none of the. Governments 
should in advance make claims regarding the amount Germany must 
pay. Finally, it repeated the view that the Agreement of September 
16th envisaged the appointment of independent experts not bound by 
any fixed instructions. At the same time, there was no objection 
to their nomination by the Reparations Commission, provided the 
German members were on an equality with those of the creditor 
Powers and were nominated directly from Berlin. 

The text of the memorandum was not made public, but in London 
the Foreign Office let it be known tbat its terms presented no special 
difficulties. In Paris, it was pointed out that the principle of the 
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application of reparations to the settlement of inter-Allied debts had 
been admitted at the signing of the Treaty of Versailles, while it was 
also maintained that the Reparations Commission ought to nominate 
the members of the Committee, since it alone, as the legal trustee of 
the Allied interests, had the power to examine the resources of Germany, 
and so to decide how much she should pay.(d) 

On November 27th it was announced that the British reply to 
the German Memorandum of October 30th was ready, and a draft of 
its main lines was handed to the French and Italian Ministers, and to 
the Belgian Minister on the following day. This expressed unqualified 
approval of the German proposal that experts from the United States 
should serve on the Committee, and suggested that the invitation to 
them should be given in Washington by the German Ambassador, 
supported by his colleagues. It also proposed that each country 
should be represented by two experts only, and as regards their terms 
of reference, repeated the recommendations of the Note of November 
19th, adding that there would be no objection to their amendment 
within the terms of the principle of the Geneva Agreement. 

On December 1st a French Government Memorandum was received 
in London giving M. Poincaré’s comments on the British Govern- 
ment’s suggestions regarding the character of the reply to be sent to 
the German Note of October 30th, and this was followed on December 
6th by a copy of a draft reply to that Note. Accompanying it was a 
communication from the French Premier in which he said that all the 
Governments concerned had already agreed that they should not be 
bound by the decisions of the Committee of Experts, whose function 
would be a purely advisory one. The British Government replied to 
this on December 10th, to the effect that it agreed to the French 
draft, and two days later it was announced that the Italian and Belgian 
Governments had done so also, and that the German Government had 
been informed accordingly. 

Though the French draft was not published it was understood that, 
with regard to the terms of reference of the Committee, after mention 
of Germany’s debts to make reparation for the cost of the war, it was 
stated specifically that this debt had its source in existing treaties and 
subsequent obligations. 

On the same day, December 12th, the German Chancellor, in a 
statement to the press, repeated his Government’s claim to the 
unconditional evacuation of the Rhineland, and on December 17th 
the conversations in Paris resulted in agreement between the French 
and German Governments regarding the constitution of the Committee. 
This was considered to make it superfluous for the Allied Governments 
to issue an official reply to the German Note of October 30th. Instead, 
a joint statement was drawn up by M. Poincaré and the German 
Ambassador providing that the invitation to the United States members 
of the Committee should be conveyed tothem by the Chairman of the 
Reparations Commission. 

It was on December 24th that the official communiqué was issued 
in London and Paris announcing that agreement had at last been 
reached on December 22nd regarding the constitution of this Com- 
mittee. Its members were to be independent of their Governments 

(d) Reference was made by the Press to Annex II in Part VITI of the Treaty, regarding 
the interpretation of Article 234. 
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and not bound by instructions ; also it was declared to be ~ highly 
desirable in the common interest’ that “ nationals of the United 
States ’ should take part in the Committee's work. Article ! stated 
that the Committee should receive from the six Governments “a 
mandate to draw up proposals for a complete and final settlement of 
the Reparation problem,’’ which proposals should provide for a settle- 
ment of the obligations resulting from existing treaties and agreements 
between Germany and the creditor Powers. Also that ‘‘ The Com- 
mittee shall make its report both to the Governments which took part 
in the Geneva decision and to the Reparation Commission.’’ Article 5, 
which is perhaps the most important, read, ‘“‘ The Experts of the 
creditor Powers ... shall be chosen by the Governments of these 
Powers, and shall be appointed, as those Governments may prefer, 
either by the Governments themselves or by the Reparation Com- 
mission. The German experts shall be appointed by the German 
Government. Steps are being taken by the six Governments concerned 
to ascertain the best means of securing the participation of American 
members.”’ 7 

The views of the American Government regarding the last part of 
this statement were at once made clear, by the appearance of a 
communiqué issued by the State Department on December 24th. 
In this it was explained that “if the six Governments desire American 
experts to serve upon the Expert Committee the United States will 
have no objection,’ but that “‘it is understood that the choice of 
these experts will be made and that they will be appointed by thagse 
Governments.” 

In Germany further public references were made to the forth- 
coming work of the Committee on December 26th and 27th by the 
Chancellor and the Foreign Minister, the former in a New Year's 
Message, and the latter in a statement to a United States press 
representative, but they both confined themselves to re-emphasising 
the legal claim of their Government to the evacuation of the Rhineland 
without regard to the question of reparations. 

Events now moved more quickly. On December 28th it was 
stated in Paris that the five creditor Governments had agreed that 
the Reparations Commission should appoint their representatives 
to the Experts Committee, and on December 31st the official 
announcement was made in London of the nomination of Sir Josiah 
Stamp and Lord Revelstoke as the representatives of Great Britain. 
On the following day the Report of the Agent-General was published 
in Berlin and Paris, and was received with widely different feelings 
in the two capitals. Its appearance coincided with the publication 
in Berlin of the annual report of the Reichs Kredit Gesellschaft, 
a State-controlled organisation which finances Government enter- 
prises. In this reference was made to the capacity of the country 
to pay reparations annuities, and it was argued that the equivalent 
of a yearly income of 2,000 million marks had been lost to Germany 
owing to the disappearance of capital investments abroad and of the 
mercantile fleet. 

On January 5th it was announced in London that the British, 
French, Italian and Belgian Governments had decided, for formal 
reasons, to make the appointment of the Experts a matter for the 
Reparations Commission, which was not to be called upon to make 
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any binding decisions as to the future findings of the Committee. 
The names of the members of the latter body were published on 
January 8th as the representatives “‘chosen’’ by the respective 
Governments, and two days later the Reparation Commission met 
and issued the following statement :— 

“At the meeting which it held to-day ... the Reparation 
Commission, at the request of the Belgian, French, British, Italian 
and Japanese Governments ... and with a view to setting up 
the Committee of Experts entrusted with the task of drawing up 
proposals for a complete and final settlement of the reparation 
problem nominated as members of the said Committee: For 
Belgium, MM. Francqui and Gutt ; for France, MM. Moreau and 
Parmentier; for Great Britain, Sir Josiah Stamp and Lord 
Revelstoke ; for Italy, MM. Pirelli and Suvich; for Japan, 
MM. Kengo Mori and Takashi Aoki. 

“The Commission and the German Government will jointly 
appoint the American members as soon as the necessary procedure 
has been completed.” 

At the same time reports appeared in the press to the eifect that 
the first meeting of the Committee would be held in Paris on 
February 5th, 1929. 

During the last few days further pronouncements have been made 
both in Paris and Berlin regarding the work of the Committee. 
Speaking in the Chamber on January 11th, M. Poincaré said that 
France had nothing to gain by any change in the Dawes Plan, since 
the existing payments permitted of a balance sufficient for her own 
reparations, but it had been decided that it would be necessary 
sooner or later to mobilise and commercialise the debt. To do this 
would diminish the friction between the States and improve the 
prospects of regular payments. As regards the powers of the Experts, 
they would be independent, but it was understood that their decisions 
should not bind the Governments, and all rights were thus reserved. 
If justice were not done to French claims, they could return to the 
Dawes Plan. 

In Berlin, on January 12th, Dr. Végler, one of the German 
members of the Experts Committee, referred to the work of the 
Committee in a political speech at Cologne. He declared that 
Germany could not surrender transfer protection unless a really 
bearable settlement of her total obligations was achieved, and went 
on to show that the capacity of the German people to pay taxes had 
been so reduced that agriculture could assume no more burdens, and 
not much more was to be expected from the coal industry ; apart 
from this, the number of those capable of bearing burdens was 
steadily diminishing. 

On January 14th it was stated in Washington that invitations 
would be extended to Mr. Owen Young and Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan 
to serve as the American members of the Experts Committee. 
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THE COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS. 


The following are the members of the Committee of Experts, already 
nominated :— 











GREAT BRITAIN - Sir Josiah Stamp and Lord Revelstoke. 


M. Moreau and M. Parmentier. 





FRANCE 


GERMANY - - Herr Schacht and Dr. Végler. 

ITALY - - - Signor Pirelli and Signor Suvich. 

BELGIUM - - M. Franequi and M. Gutt. 

JAPAN - - - M. Kengo Mori and M. Takashi Aoki. 
UnirED States - Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan and Mr. Owen 


Young. 
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Sir Josiah Stamp is Chairman and President of the Executive of the 
London, Midland and Scottish Railway, a Director of the Bank of 
{ngland, and was British representative on the Dawes Committee. 

Lord Revelstoke is a partner in the banking house of Baring & Co., and 
a Director of the Bank of England. 

M. Moreau is Governor of the Bank of France. 


M. Parmentier is a member of the Transfer Committee under the Dawes 
Plan and Governor of the Crédit Foncier. 


Herr Schacht is the President of the Reichsbank. 


Dr. Vogler is the President of the Ruhr Steel Trust, and Director of a 
5 . . 
number of engineering concerns. 


Signor Pirelli is a former President of the International Chamber of 
Commerce and a member of the original Dawes Committee. 


Signor Suvich is Under-Secretary of State for Finance. 

M. Francqui is a former Minister of Finance. 

M. Gutt is assistant delegate to the Reparation Commission. 

Mr. Kengo Mori, Financial Commissioner Abroad, is Financia! Attaché 
to the Embassies to London, Paris and Washington. 

Mr. Aoki is Supervisor of the London Agency of the Bank of Japan. 

Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan is a Partner in J. P. Morgan & Company of New 
York, London and Paris, and a Director of the U.S. Steel Corporation. 

Mr. Owen Young, Chairman of the General Motors Corporation, was a 
member of the original Dawes Committee and Agent-General for Reparation 
Payments ad interim. 



























II.— CHRONOLOGY. 


Afghanistan. 
1929. 

January 2nd.—It was reported in India that the King had agreed to several 
concessions demanded by the insurgents, including the closing of the Girls’ 
School at Kabul and the creation of a Council in which Mullahs, Sirdars and 
Maliks would sit. He was also stated to have offered an amnesty to those 
rebels who surrendered at once, with the exception of the brigand leader, 
Badcha Saquau. 

January 3rd.—News was received in London from the Afghan Government 
to the effect that negotiations were still going on between the authorities at 
Jelalabad and the insurgents. It was denied that the King had offered any 
concessions, while it was pointed out that the Council of Mullahs, etc., to the 
creation of which he was reported to have agreed, had been in existence for 
at least a year. 

It was also announced that R.A.F. aeroplanes had taken several more 
women from Kabul on January Ist. 

January 4th.—A report reached India that a peace had been patched up 
with the Chinwaris in the Jelalabad area. 

January 7th—The Kabul press published a Royal Proclamation with- 
drawing nearly all the reforms recently instituted, including conscription, 
European dress, female education, and the prohibition against soldiers being 
followers of “ pirs”” (holy men). A Council of 50 notables was to be formed 
including Mullahs, Sirdars, and officials, to amend the law according to the 
Shariat (Moslem code), and to review the decisions of the recently constituted 
Mejlis and Council of Provincial Representatives. 

January 8th.—It was stated in Peshawar that the King had agreed to 
abolish conscription and to remove the ban against foreign Mullahs entering 
the country. Official Government reports were published to the effect that 
the rebels were dispersing further north, as the result of bombardment by 
Government artillery, and that all in and around Kabul was quiet. 

January 9th.—According to reports from India fighting had been going 
on since January 7th with the insurgents about 10 miles north-west of Kabul. 
In the Jelalabad District the position was stated to have improved, and the 
city itself was under the control of the late Governor of Kabul. 

January 10th.—It was announced in India that in all 132 persons had been 
removed from Kabul by aeroplane. Arrangements were made for a regular 
air mail service between Peshawar and Kabul. 

January 11th.—The road from Kabul to Peshawar was reported to be open 
to traffic. Fighting was going on north-west of Kabul, where the rebels 
were shelled and attacked by aeroplanes. 

January 12th.—According to reports in Peshawar, the rebels were meeting 
with success in skirmishes with the Royal troops north-west of Kabul. 
Mirzaman Khan, chief of the Mohmands and the King’s strongest supporter 
at Jelalabad, was treacherously murdered in the Kunar Valley. 

January 14th.—It was officially announced that King Amanullah had 
abdicated the throne in favour of his brother Inayatullah Khan, and had 
left Kabul for Kandahar. 

January 15th.—Fighting was reported to have started again near Kabul, 
where many of the points to the north-west of the city were in rebel hands. 
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Albania. 


1929. 
January 12th.—The Cabinet resigned. 
January 14th.—It was stated that the King had asked M. Kotta to form 


a new Cabinet. 







Argentine. 
1929. 
January 2nd.—-The Government refused the invitation of the Pan-American 

Conference to appoint a representative to the Commission which was to 

investigate the dispute between Bolivia and Paraguay. 


Belgium. 

1929. 

January 7th.—It was announced that M. Francqui, a former Minister 
of Finance, and M. Gutt, Assistant-Delegate to the Reparation Commission, 
had been nominated by the Government as members of the Committee of 
Experts on Reparations. 

January 15th.—The Government informed the British, French and Italian 
Governments of its adhesion to the agreements relating to the Statute of 
Tangier concluded on July 25th, 1928. Belgium was, therefore, to be 
represented on the Mixed Tribunal. 
















Bolivia. 
1929. 
January 2nd.—The Government declined the invitation to appoint a 

representative to the Commission set up to investigate the Bolivia-Paraguay 

dispute, and also refused to participate in the negotiations for the settlement 
of the boundary question. 
January 15th.—Release of Paraguayan prisoners. 








(See Paraguay.) 





Brazil. 

1929. 

January 9th.—Congress approved treaties and conventions for the settle- 
ment of boundary questions with British Guiana, Venezuela, Colombia and 
Bolivia. 







Bulgaria. 
1929. 
January \4th.—Greek protest re postponement of payment of reparations 

by Bulgaria. (See Greece.) 


China. 


INTERNAL AFFAIRS. 

1929. 

January 2nd.—Li Chai-sum left Canton to attend the Disbandment 
Conference in Nanking. 

It was reported in Hongkong that a Conference of defeated Generals, 
including Wu Pei-fu, Sun Chuan-fang and Chen Chiung-ming was being 
held at Dairen under Japanese auspices for the purpose of devising measures 
for the recapture of their lost possessions. 

January 10th—Yang Yu-ting and Chang Yin-huai were summarily 
executed at Mukden by order of Chang Hsueh-liang, for conspiring with 
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General Pai Chung-hsi to seize control of Manchuria. (Yang Yu-ting had 
been Chang Tso-lin’s Chief of Staff and had long been suspected of aspiring 
to the leadership in Manchuria). 

It was learnt in Shanghai that the Political Council of the Kuomintang 
had approved the new tariff treaties, and passed them on to the Government 
for ratification. Also that the five Provinces directly under the control of 
Nanking had been ordered to abolish likin by a series of steps in six months. 
The process had already begun in Kiangsi and Hunan, but new consumption 
taxes had been substituted, in some cases heavier than those levied as likin. 

In a statement to the Chinese press, Mr. C. T. Wang said that he hoped 
soon to get rid of all the privileges enjoyed by foreigners involved in the 
** unequal treaties.” 

It was learnt that the Government had decided to modify its policy of 
requiring all trade marks registered in Peking to be re-registered at Nanking, 
and decided to confine this to marks registered in Peking after May, 1927 

January 12th—Chang Hsueh-liang addressed a circular telegram to the 
National Government and to leading officials throughout the country explaining 
that he had been compelled to remove Yang Yu-tung and Chang Ying-huai 
owing to their persistent plotting against the local Government, and their 
attempts to impede the advent of peace and unity between North and South 
China. 

January 13th—Mr. T. V. Soong placed before the Reorganisation and 
Disbandment Commission a Memorandum on the National finances. This 
estimated the total revenue at $457,000,000, but only Kiangsu, Chekiang, 
Anhwei and Kiangsi had furnished reliable returns. Expenditure was 
estimated at $507,000,000, of which military expenses accounted for 
$192,000,000, the loans service $156,000,000, and civil expenses $95,600,000. 
Military expenses represented 41 per cent. of the gross revenue, but were 
actually 78 per cent. of the net revenue, after deducting first charges, such 
as loan and sinking fund expenses. 


EXTERNAL AFFAIRS AND RELATIONS WITH THE POWERS. 


1929. 

January 1st.—The Municipal Council governing Wuhan took over the 
administration of the former Russian and German Concessions in Hankow, 
thus setting aside the authority of the Chinese and Foreign Councils which 
had governed these areas since they were returned to China. 

January 2nd.—The text of the Tariff Treaty with France was published. 
It provided for complete tariff autonomy for China and the mutual application 
of the most-favoured-nation clause. 

January 4th.—The British Chamber of Commerce at Hankow passed 
resolutions protesting strongly against the action of the Wuhan Municipality 
in assuming control of the former Russian and German Concessions. The 
Chamber of Commerce in Shanghai supported the resolutions. 

It was stated in Shanghai that the Hupeh Provincial Government had 
endorsed the action of the Wuhan Municipality. 

January 7th.—Nomination of Mr. Arthur Young to assist financial 
experts. (See U.S.A.) 

January 8th.—It was learnt that the British Government had protested 
vigorously to the Nationalist Government against the re-occupation by 
1,000 troops of the Griffith John College at Hankow, belonging to the London 
Missionary Society. The College had not long previously been evacuated 
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by iroops, aid was now understood to have been re-occupied by the local 
military commander in disregard of the orders of the Government. 

It was announced in Peking that Mr. Edwardes’ resignation had been 
accepted, and that Mr. F. W. Maze, Customs Commissioner at Shanghai, had 
been appointed Inspector-General of Customs. 

The Shanghai District Kuomintang issued a statement drawing the 
attention of the Government to the situation enjoyed by the Foreign 
Concessions, and complaining that they were centres of smuggling, lawlessness 
and the collection of munitions for civil war. It was understood that this 
complaint was intended to pave the way for a general agitation for the 
surrender of the Foreign Concessions, and a demand was presented at the 
same time for an increase in the number of Chinese Municipal Councillors in 
the Shanghai Settlement from three to five. 

January 9th.—Mr. Alfred Sze was appointed Ministerin London. He was 
formerly Minister in London and Washington, and a delegate to the Peace 
Conference in Paris. 

January 10th.—-A tense situation was stated to have arisen in Hankow 
following on the death of a coolie who was knocked down by a Japanese 
motor cyclist. The local aithorities demanded the complete withdrawal of 
Japanese Marines in Hankow, as well as heavy compensation. Several 
Chinese were arrested by Japanese Marines in the Japanese Concession 
accused of distributing inflammatory literature. 

January 12th.—The State Council approved the Tariff Treaties with Great 
Britain, Germany, France, Holland, Sweden and Norway. 

January 14th.—In a statement to the press Mr. T. V. Soong declared that 
the appointment of Mr. Maze represented nothing more than a change of 
personnel in the Customs Service, and the service of the loans and the indemnity 
would remain in charge of the Inspector-General. 

Assaults against Japanese were reported from Hankow, and the boycott 
was being strictly enforced. The Japanese Concession was barricaded 
and was filled with women and children who had taken refuge there. Six 
Japanese gunboats were alongside, ready to evacuate the residents if 
necessary. The Concession was completely surrounded by Chinese pickets. 

January 15th.—It was learnt in Shanghai that the College Buildings of 
the United Methodist Church at W enchow, in Chekiang, had been restored 
to the Mission after having been occupied by a Chinese school for nearly two 
years. 


Denmark. 
1929. 
January 9th.—Conviction of Capt. Lembourne for spying. (See Germany.) 


Egypt. 
1929. 
January 8th.—Conversations began in Cairo between representatives of 

the British and Egyptian Governments regarding the acceptance by the 

latter of the findings of the Nile Waters’ Commission which issued its report 

on March 23rd, 1926. 

January 12th._-An agreement was signed in Cairo with Palestine whereby 
civil and commercial judgments rendered in one country were executable 
in the other. 
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France. 

1929. 

January 2und.—Publication of text of treaty with China. (See China.) 

January 3rd.—The Government informed the League of Nations that 
Belgium and Egypt had ratified the protocol concluded at Geneva in 1925 
prohibiting the use of poison gas and other forms of chemical warfare. (Austria 
France, Italy, Liberia, Russia and Venezuela had previously ratified it.) 

January 4th.—The President of the International League of Aviators, in 
an article in the Matin, suggested the formation of a special air force for the 
League of Nations, composed of the best airmen in each country, who would 
be placed under the orders of the League for the purpose of carrying messages 
and making demonstrations likely to end hostilities. 

January 7th.—It was announced that the Reparation Commission would 
meet on January 10th to nominate the Experts who had already been chosen 
by the respective Governments to represent them on the Committee of Experts. 
It was understood that the French members of the Committee would be 
M. Moreau, Governor of the Bank of France, and M. Parmentier, a member 
of the Transfer Committee under the Dawes Plan. It was also announced 
that the first meeting of the Committee would be held in Paris at the beginning 
of February. (For the names of the German, Belgian, Italian and Japanese 
members of the Committee—see under the headings of those countries.) 

January 10th.—The Reparations Commission met in Paris to nominate 
the Experts already chosen by the respective Governments to be members 
of the Committee of Experts. A statement was issued giving the names of 
the members nominated for Great Britain, Belgium, France, Italy and 
Japan, and adding that the Commission and the German Government would 
jointly appoint the American members as soon as the necessary procedure had 
been completed. 

January 11th.—At the conclusion of the debate in the Chamber on the 
policy of the Government M. Poincaré obtained a vote of confidence by a 
majority of 74 (325 votes to 251). A division on a Radical-Socialist interpella- 
tion had previously given him a majority of 64. 

In his speech in defence of his policy, M. Poincaré referred to the Repara- 
tions question, and said France had nothing to gain by any change in the 
Dawes Plan, since the existing payments gave a balance sufficient for her own 
reparations, but it was necessary to fix the total of the German debt so as to 
make it possible to mobilize and commercialise it. He also said that if 
justice were not done to the French claims by the new Committee, they could 
return to the Dawes Plan. 


Germany. 

1929. 

January 4th.—The closing returns of the Reichsbank for 1928 were pub- 
lished. These showed that the stock of bullion held as reserves against the 
note circulation had increased by £43,500,000 during the year, and now totalled 
£136,750,000. (This represented 55:4 per cent. of the note issue as compared 
with the Bank of England’s figure of 40°5 per cent.). 

In a statement to the German and foreign press, Herr Stresemann said 
that most of the criticism directed in Germany against the Report of the 
Agent-General for Reparations was due to inadequate acquaintance with its 
contents, and added that he hoped some of its critics would now begin to read 
it. As far as he could see there was no justification whatever for the state- 
ment—-made by the French press—that as Germany had been able, so far, 
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to conform to the Dawes Plan she would be able to continue the full payments 
(standard annuity amounts) for an indefinite period. He was certain the 
country could not long continue paying at the existing rate, and he doubted 
whether any member of the Dawes Commission thought so either. 


at Leipzig for spying in Germany in the interests of France. 


Great Britain. 


by Disaster. 


Greece. 


Hungary. 
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He added that at Lugano conversations towards the “ liquidation of the 


heritage of war ’’ had been conducted with an unexampled intensity, and the 
final communication had not been a mere piece of formality. 


January 8th.—-Week of German Technique in Moscow. (See U.S.S.R.) 
January 9th.—It was announced that the two delegates to the Experts 


Committee on Reparations would be Herr Schacht, President of the Reichsbank 
and Dr. Vogler, President of the Ruhr Steel Trust. 


Captain Lembourne, a Dane, was sentenced to five years’ penal servitude 


1929. 
January 4th.—The following White Papers were published :— 

(1) The Agreement -between the Governments of Great Britain, 
Germany, Denmark, France, Sweden, Czechoslovakia and Poland to 
submit the question of the territorial limits of the jurisdiction of the 
International Commission of the Oder to the decision of the Permanent 
Court of International Justice. Cmd. 3250. 

(2) Notes exchanged between the British and Spanish Governments 
regarding modifications of the Commercial Treaty of 1922 so as to allow of 
most-favoured-nation treatment being extended to British products 
in Spanish possessions in the Gulf of Guinea and to products of those 
possessions in British territories. Cmd. 3247. 

January 6th.—Report re sale of Irak railways. (See Jrak.) 
January 8th.—Protest by British Government against occupation of 


College at Hankow. (See China: External Affairs and Relations with the 
Powers.) 


Appointment of Mr. Maze. (See China: External Affairs and Relations 


with the Powers.) 


Conversations opened in Cairo re Nile Waters. (See Egypt.) 
January 9th.—Chinese Minister to London. (See China: External Affairs 


and Relations with the Powers.) 


January 10th.—Ratification of Convention for Relief of Nations Overcome 
(See League of Nations.) 





1929. 
January 14th.—The Government, in a Note to the Allied Powers, protested 


against the granting of a further postponement to Bulgaria for the payment 
of overdue instalments of reparations, which would be highly prejudicial 


to Greece. 


1929. 
January 5th.—A Treaty of Neutrality, Conciliation and Arbitration with 


Turkey was signed in Buda-Pest. Both countries undertook not to enter 
into any political or economic alliance or understanding directed against 


either. 
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Irak. 


1929. 

January 2nd.—A special force of Government troops was sent from 
Baghdad to the Nejd frontier, in consequence of reports of the presence of 
raiding parties in the vicinity. 

January 6th.—According to the local press the Government had come to 
an agreement with the British Government to purchase the railways for the 
sum of 78 lakhs (£555,000) to be paid by instalments in 20 years. 


Italy. 

1929. 

January 7th—It was announced that the Government had nominated 
Signor Pirelli, a Member of the original Dawes Committee, and Signor Suvich, 
Under-Secretary for Finance, as Members of the Committee of Experts on 
Reparations. 

January 14th.—It was stated in Rome, “on good authority ” that an 
agreement had been reached for the solution of the Roman question. The 
Holy See would obtain an extension of territory on the south-east of the 
Vatican grounds, which would enjoy the right of extra-territoriality. The 
Law of Guarantees of 1871 (which had never been acknowledged by the 
Papacy) would be abrogated by the Government, which would grant the 
Pope an indemnity for the losses sustained through the fall of the Papacy’s 
temporal power. 


Japan. 

1929. 

January 7th.—It was announced that the Government had nominated 
M. Mori and M. Aoki to be members of the Committee of Experts on 
Reparations. 

January 9th.—The Premier, in a statement to the press, said they had 
no reason to oppose the hoisting of the National flag in Manchuria, providing 
legally acquired rights were respected. The Chinese Government appeared 
to be acting on the supposition that a political change was pending in Japan, 
and that a new situation would arise favourable to themselves, and had, 
therefore, poured cold water on the negotiations for the Tariff Conference. 
Japan had not the slightest idea of utilising the Shantung situation for her 
political advantage, and would withdraw her troops as soon as the Chinese 
showed their capacity to protect the Japanese residents. 

January 10th.—Difficult situation in Hankow. (See China: Ezxternal 
Affairs and Relations with the Powers.) 

January 14th.—Serious developments in Hankow. (See China: External 


Affairs.) 


Latvia. 


1929. 
January 15th.—A Treaty of Friendship with Persia was signed in Riga. 


League of Nations. 

1929. 

January 3rd.—N otification re ratification of poison gas protocol by Belgium 
and Egypt. (See France.) 

January 4th.—Suggestion re formation of air force for the League. (See 
France.) 
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January 8th.—An International Committee of Experts met at Geneva 
under the auspices of the Economic Committee of the League to study the 
coal question in all its aspects. Experts from 11 countries attended. 

The Sub-Committee on Customs Nomenclature met to continue the study 
of a standard nomenclature for the assistance of the Customs Services, with 
a view to removing one of the many barriers to freer international trade. 

January 10th—The British Government notified the Secretariat of its 
ratification of the Convention for the Relief of Nations Overcome by Disaster. 
(Signed in Geneva on July 12th, 1927.) 

January 15th.—The Economic Committee opened its winter session, 
presided over by Herr Trendelenburg. Sir Sydney Chapman was elected 
Vice-President. 


Lithuania. 
1929. 
January 3rd.—The Government announced its decision to accept the 

Soviet proposal for bringing the Kellogg Peace Treaty into operation before 

its ratification. j 
January 6th.—It was stated that the Government had sent Notes to Riga 

and Reval suggesting that the Governments of Latvia and Esthonia should 

follow its example and accept the Soviet proposal regarding the Kellogg 

Treaty. 


Mexico. 

1929. 

January 13th.—Anti-United States demonstrations took place in Vera 
Cruz, in protest against the shooting of a Cuban student who had been 


expatriated. 


Nicaragua. 

1929. 

January ist.—General Moncada was inaugurated as President, and in a 
speech referred to value of a Nicaraguan Canal, for defence and for the benefit 
of the American nations, who had a common destiny. He thanked the 
United States Marines for their supervision in the election, and said the 
American Electoral Mission had made this “ free and honest.” 

January 7th.—Order re withdrawal of U.S.A. troops. (See U.S.A.). 


Palestine. 
1929. 
January 12th.—Agreement signed in Cairo. (See Egypt.) 


Paraguay. 

1929. 

January 3rd.—Signature of Protocol of Conciliation at Washington. (See 
U.S.A). 

January 10th.—A Presidential Decree was issued ordering the demobilisa- 
tion of all Army reserves. 

January 15th.—Paraguayan prisoners captured in the fighting on the 
frontier were released by the Bolivians and returned to Paraguayan territory. 
It was stated that nearly all the troops in the district had been demobilised. 


Persia. 
1929. 


January 15th.—Signature of Treaty with Latvia. (See Latvia.) 
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Poland. 

1929. 

January 10th.—The Government presented its reply to the Soviet Govern- 
ment to the latter’s proposal regarding ratification of the Kellogg Peace 
Treaty (vide Bulletin of January 5th, page 18). This was understood to amount 
to an agreement in principle to accept the offer, but with the understanding 
that Poland would not be able to take any decisive step till the chances of 
early ratification by the original signatory Powers could be estimated with 
greater accuracy. The reply also stated that the proposal was one which 
ought to have also been put before Finland, Esthonia, Latvia and Rumania, 
more especially since both Rumania and the Baltic States had already signified 
their willingness to adhere to the Treaty. 

January 14th—Reply of Soviet Government regarding Kellogg Treaty 
proposal. (See U.S.S.R.) 


Reparations. 

1929. 

January 9th.—The statement of receipts and payments under the Dawes 
Plan, issued by the Agent-General for Reparation Payments for the month 
of December, 1928 (fifth annuity year), showed that the receipts for the 
month totalled 180,834,344.97 gold marks, making a cumulative total of 
720,271,530.59 gold marks. The amount received by the Powers for the 
month was 172,544,246.05 gold marks. 

Spain. 

1929. 

January 8th.—According to reports current in Madrid the Government 
had offered the Shell Petroleum Co. £1,100,000 in full compensation for the 
expropriation of its interests throughout the country which resulted from the 
adoption of the Government monopoly in oil products. 


Tangier. 

1929. 

January 15th.—The “ final protocol ” of the Tangier Convention came into 
force, and the International Legislative Assembly held a special meeting to 
welcome the three Italian delegates. 

». Adhesion of Belgian Government to July, 1928, Convention. (See 


Belqium.) 


Turkey. 
1929. 
January 5th.—Signature of Treaty in Buda-Pest. (See Hungary.) 
January 6th.—\t was learnt that numerous arrests had been effected at 
Brussa and Sivas of persons charged with plotting against the Government. 
January 8th.—Ratification of conventions with Russia. (See U.S.S.R.) 


Uruguay. 
1929. 
January 2nd.—The Government accepted the invitation of the Pan- 


American Conference to appoint a representative to the Commission set up 
to investigate the Bolivia-Paraguay dispute. 


U.S.A. 
1929. 
January 2nd.—An agreement was reached in the Senate whereby the 


Kellogg Peace Treaty would take precedence over the Cruiser Bill in the 
Senate Agenda for the session of January 3rd. 
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Mr. Hoover was elected President of the United States by the Presidential 
Electors meeting in the Electoral College. 

January 3rd.—The Governments of Bolivia and Paraguay signed in 
Washington the Protocol of Conciliation drafted by the Pan-American 
Conference. 

January 4th.—The Pan-American Conference on Arbitration formally 
approved drafts of multilateral arbitration and conciliation treaties for the 
settlement by peaceful means of all future international disputes in the 
Western Hemisphere. 

January 5th.—It was officially announced that General Frank McCoy 
would be the American member of the Special Commission set up to deal with 
the Bolivia-Paraguay dispute. 

The delegates of the 20 Republics represented at the Pan-American 
Conference on Arbitration signed the multilateral treaties adopted by the 
Conference the previous day. The Conference then adjourned. The only 
countries which signed them without reservation were the U.S.A., Haiti, 
Nicaragua, Panama, Brazil and Peru, the others making reservations regarding 
controversies (1) arising from causes prior to the Treaty, and (2) which the 
national courts, in accordance with national legislation, were competent to 
settle. 

The Arbitration Treaty exempted domestic questions and those affecting 
third parties, and also specified that each country might specify its own 
reservations. 

The Conference also approved the report of the special committee set up 
to deal with the Bolivia-Paraguay dispute. 

January 7th.—It was announced that orders had been issued for the 
recall from Nicaragua of 1,500 U.S. troops. (This left about 3,500 troops 
still in Nicaragua). 

Mr. Arthur Young, Director of the Kconomic Division of the State 
Department, resigned in order to go to China to advise the Government on 
public finance. 

January 8th.—A fresh attack was launched in the Senate against the 
anti-war treaty by Senators Bruce and Moses, as a result of a statement by 
Senator Borah that he could not accept the proposal that simultaneously 
with the passing of the Treaty a statement should be issued explaining that 
it would not in any way limit American rights. 

January 14th.—It was understood that the State Department was satisfied 
as to the conditions under which American experts would participate in the 
work of the Committee on Reparations, and would have no objection to the 
appointment of one of them as its Chairman. The Americans chosen were 
stated to be Mr. Owen D. Young and Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan. 

January 15th.—After twelve days’ debate the Senate ratified the Kellogg 
Peace Treaty by 81 votes to 1 (Senator Blaine). Nine absentees indicated 
that they favoured ratification. To the Report presented to the Foreign 
Relations Committee interpreting the Treaty was added a paragraph (at the 
request of Senator Reed) stating that the freedom of the United States under 
the Monroe Doctrine was not prejudiced. Senator Borah consented to 
introduce the Report as an additional comment on the Treaty, but in doing 
so said, ‘‘ This Report is made solely for the purpose of putting on record what 
your Committee understands to be the true interpretation of the Treaty, 
and not in any sense for the purpose or with the design of modifying or changing 
the Treaty, or in any way effecting a reservation or reservations to the 
same. 
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U.S.S.R. 


1929. 

January 3rd.—Lithuanian acceptance of proposal re Kellogg Peace 
Treaty. (See Lithuania.) 

January 8th.—It was learnt that the Presidium of the Central Executive 
of the U.S.S.R. had ratified three conventions with Turkey relating to frontier 
questions. 

A party of German technical experts in mining, electricity, agriculture, 
etc., arrived in Moscow to participate in a Week of German Technique 
inaugurated at a meeting at the University. 

January 10th.—Reply of Polish Government to proposal re Kellogg 
Treaty. (See Poland.) 

January 14th.—In a reply to the Polish Government's Note re the Kellogg 
Treaty proposal, M. Litvinov agreed to all the reservations made by Warsaw. 


Yugoslavia. 


1929. 

January 2nd.—The King accepted the resignation of the Cabinet. 

January 5th.—Owing to the inability of the leaders of the chief political 
parties to compose their differences or agree on a compromise for the carrying 
_on of the Government, the King abrogated the Constitution by Royal Decree, 
dissolved Parliament, and appointed a new Cabinet of persons outside 
Parliament, with General Peter Zivkovitch as Premier and M. Marinkovitch 
as Foreign Minister. (General Zivkovitch was the commander of the Guards 
Division). He also dissolved all the county and district councils, for which 
Royal Commissioners were to be substituted. Decrees were also issued 
modifying the Press Law and the Law for the Defence of the Realm. Political 
gatherings were forbidden, except with police permission, and the carrying of 
arms was declared illegal. 

Cabinet responsibility disappeared, since laws would be promulgated 
simply on the authority of the competent Ministers, endorsed by the Premier. 

January 10th.—The Government dissolved all the workmen’s organisations 
and trade unions, as well as a small political party called the Serb Party of 
General Okanovitch. 

The Belgrade Press Organs of the Radical and Democratic Party suspended 
publication. 

In an interview published in Buda-Pest M. Matchek, leader of the Croat 
Peasant Party, denied that the Croats were pleased at the latest turn of 
events. The view of Croatia as a whole was that the Dictatorship was directed 
against the very existence of all that the Croats stood for. Not a single 
Croatian voice had really been raised in support of the Dictatorship, and any 
reports to the contrary were sheer lies. 

January 11th——The Belgrade Police issued orders requiring all political 
parties to present within five days an application for authorisation, with full 
particulars of their aims, officers, and rules, failing which they would be 
regarded as illegal. 

January 12th.—A semi-official statement was issued in Belgrade denying 
the authenticity of the interview stated to have been given to a Buda-Pest 
paper by M. Matchek. 
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IIT.—LEAGUE OF NATIONS NOTES. 


INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANISATION NOTES—WORK IN 1928. 


The year which has just closed has been encouraging for the industrial 
side of the League of Nations. In a happy phrase the Director of the Inter- 
national Labour Office once described the output of ratifications as the 
barometer of the Organisation. When we consult this barometer we find it 
at ‘ set fair.”’ It registers a remarkable rise in the last 12 months. In 1927 
34 ratifications of International Labour Conventions were registered with the 
Secretary-General of the League of Nations—four more than in 1926; for 
1928, by Ist December the output for 11 months was already 84. It will be 
seen that this is an increase of over 250 per cent. on the best of the last two 
years, even allowing for the fact that the two Sickness Insurance Conventions 
adopted in 1927 only became due for ratification in June of this year. 

It is interesting to note that the Convention providing equality of treatment 
for home and foreign workers in accident prevention is the one which has 
obtained the highest number of ratifications this year: 11 countries have 
ratified it. Nine States had done so before 1928, and 13 have recommended 
ratification and are preparing legislation to this end. With unemployment 
rife in many countries, it is of great moment to know that in no less than 
33 countries this particular Convention is a live issue, for it must go far to 
encourage workers to seek employment where it can be obtained, when they 
know that they will not lose compensation for.injury in taking their labour to 
another country. 

At the Annual (Eleventh) Conference in May and June a Draft Convention 
on Minimum Wage-fixing machinery was adopted. The Convention binds 
ratifying countries to set up this machinery, but the exact method is not 
prescribed, as various methods have been adopted with success in the more 
advanced countries. A recommendation on the application of such a system 
was adopted at the same conference. This provided guiding principles upon 
which Governments can legislate, and is largely based on the experience of the 
British Trade Board system. 

The first discussion, including the framing of a questionnaire for Govern- 
ments on the prevention of industrial accidents, took place; this is the 
foundation for a Draft Convention in 1929. Accidents in industrial work, 
coupling on railways, and loading and unloading in docks are covered. These 
are outstanding things in the achievements of the International Labour 
Organisation in 1928. 

The work of the International Labour Office remains to be chronicled. 
The yearly conference of representatives of States is not enough to bring 
about the changes we have witnessed in the last ten years. A body of inter- 
national civil servants needs to be continually studying the problems which 
eventually come up for decision at the Conference. Further, as directed by 
the Treaty, it must collect and distribute information on “ all subjects relating 
to industrial life and labour,” a fairly large order, and when decisions have 
been taken at the Conference it is the Office which is called upon to advise 
and assist in getting them carried out. 

The Governing Body met four times this year—by the invitation of the 
Polish Government the October meeting was in Warsaw. The Sessions of 
February and May were chiefly concerned with the British Government’s 
demand for the revision of the Washington Hours Convention. 

The various permanent Committees have done work of great value. 
Among the most important, the Health and Safety Committee have met 
and considered occupational diseases and means of preventing accidents. 
The Joint Maritime Committee has dealt with treatment of seamen for 
sickness and injury, welfare work and other points which will come up at the 
Seamen’s Conference in October, 1929. The Expert Committee on Native 
Labour finished its report on Forced Labour early in the year; that report— 
the work of experienced Colonial Administrators—will be taken as a basis 
for the draft questionnaire on forced labour which is to be considered by the 
Conference next June. The questionnaire is the first step to a Draft Convention 
in 1930, 
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The Report on the enquiry into conditions in coal-mining countries is 
published ; an enquiry into the conditions of journalists is just out; this is 
the outcome of the Advisory Committee on Intellectual Co-operation, by 
which the International Labour Office now assists the League. 

The returns for the number of requests of information from Governments, 
employers and workers are not yet to hand for the year. These run into 
many hundreds, and our own Government generally sends in more enquiries 
than any other. The foreign information department of the Ministry of 
Labour was drastically reduced, after Geneva became the main supply for 
foreign information, and it is therefore to be understood that all the resources 
of the International Labour Office are used by His Majesty’s Government. 












(By the courtesy of the League of Nations Union.) 







—NOTICES. 


I.—An International Conference dealing with questions relating to modern 
warfare, more especially gas,warfare, and the problem of disarmament, was 
held at Frankfurt from January 4th to 6th. It was called by the Executive 
Committee of the Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom. 












V.—FORTHCOMING EVENTS. 






















1929. 
Jan. 28th. International Meeting of Committee of Jurists Geneva. 
Mar. 11th. *Meeting of Special Commission re Manufacture 
of Arms , .. Geneva. 
April 9th. *Conference on Counterfeiting ‘Currency .. Geneva. 
pid 9th. International Hydrographic C onference ..- Monaco. 
15th. *Preparatory Commission for the Disarmament 
Conference .. “- .. Geneva. 
May 16th-25th. Fourth Pacific Science C ongr ess ‘ -. Java. 
» 30th. *12th Session of International Labour Con- 
ference Geneva. 
June Annual Congress of the International Federa- 
tion of League of Nations Societies .. Madrid. 
June (end). International Conference on Libraries and 
Bibliography ve x Ps .. Rome. 
July Pan-Pacific Press Congress . Honolulu. 
Pe Sth. World Congress of International Chamber of 
Commerce .. ea .. Amsterdam. 
- International Congress of Nurses i Montreal. 
¥ Fifteenth International Geological Conference Pretoria. 
“a 25th.-) Third Session of World Federation of Educa- 
Aug. 4th./ tion Associations .. Geneva. 
Aug. World Jamboree and Fifth International Scout 
Conference .. .. Birkenhead. 
Sept. *Tenth Meeting of Assembly of the League of 
Nations ‘ .. Geneva. 
Oct. Sixth Annual Conference of the Fédération 






Internationale des Unions Intellectuelles Barcelona. 





Oct. 25th ) 







to . World Engineering Congress .. ne .. Tokyo. 
Nov. 22nd } 
Nov. Institute of Pacific Relations Conference .. Kyoto. 






* League of Nations. 
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